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—{S}NATIONAL RECONNAISSANCE OFFICE 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 


_ THE NRO STAFF | sa | 2 September 1975 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE RECORD 
SUBJECT: NSC Under Secretaried Committee on Space Policy 


The first meeting of the Space Policy Working Group 
(TAB A) was called by the Chairman, James E. Goodby, on | 
27 August. I attended as the NRO representative in 
Lt Col Coyle’s absence. Mr. Goodby opened by stating 
that Under Secretary Sisco plans to have a working luncheon 
for the principals in the near future.. Preliminary to the 
discussions, Mr. Goodby handed out: | 7 


| - The memorandum establishing the Standing 
Committee on Space Policy (TAB B). 


- Excerpts from the Rockefeller Report on over- 
head photography (TAB C).. | | 


- The Presidential letter implementing some of 

the Rockefeller Commission recommendations (TAB D). : 
| - The memorandum establishing the Committee. for 

Civil Application of Overhead Photography (TAB E) | 


Mr. Goodby stated that he felt the Standing Committee 
on Space Policy was a “policy" as opposed to an "operating" 
committee and would take the difficult and sometimes | 
controversial issues to Cabinet - or Presidential - level 
for decision. He indicated that the most immediate question 
was the inter-relationship of military and civil applications, 
but there indeed would be others which would be developed by 
individual agencies through the Space Policy Working Group or 
by the Under Secretaries Committee itself. He solicited draft 
proposals on specific issues from any agency representative 
at any time. Mr. Goodby expects the Standing Committee to 
continue not only through this administration buc others as 
well. He feels the committee would not only review issues 
for resolution but approve guidelines for operating committees 
such as that formed by the Secretary of the Interior for civil 
applications of overhead photography. 
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Mr. Goodby then addressed the Rockefeller report which 
though unclassified has not been addressed by the press. 
He felt that an immediate task for this Working Group would 
be to address those questions which can be expected as a_ 
result of the Rockefeller report. He then distributed 19 
draft questions and proposed answers for evaluation by the 
Working Group members (TAB F). Speaking on the subject of 
security at this point, Mr. Goodby assured the group that 
its existence was considered classified and would be very 

closely held by State. 


Mr. Goodby proposed that the committee address the — 
relationship between civil and intelligence space programs 
through a study to identify the issues which will require 

Presidential attention, the kinds of decisions required,. 
and the options. He provided a draft study outline, TAB G, and 
cy agli that the contents could be split by agency for initial 
draft and assembled by State for consideration by the Working 
Group and the Under Secretaries’ Committee. He acknowledged 
that in this drawn heavily on the paper put 
together by pand Bud Coyle. The time frame 
proposed was ays, easible. Dave Elliott of the NSC 
suggested that the specific question asked by OMB and postponed 
until the formulation of this committee-- | 


Can the United States ultimately look 
to a single National overhead system?-- 







be answered within the same time frame to support budgetary 

decisions affecting NASA in early November and DoD in early 

December. The general discussion concluded preliminarily 

that since NASA's budget did not contain an ERTS-E, budgetary 
_ decisions would not be required in this cycle. | 


I took the position that the elements of the study and 
the specific OMB question were profound and we could not 
hope to even approach answers in several months. Sayre Stevens 
and Dr. Wade supported this point of view. Mr. Goodby observed 
that perhaps we should have subgroups of the Working Group to 
address specific issues and solicited other questions which 
might be candidates. Among those discussed, briefly, were 
the dissemination of data, both civil and military, and the 
definition of “outer space" since the Soviet Union has asked 
for bilateral agreement with the United States in early spring 
of next year. | | | 
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_ Mr. Goodby closed the meeting by asking for initial 
comments on the proposed questions and answers on the | 
Rockefeller Commission report and the draft study outline 
by next Tuesday, ph, poeta another Working Group meeting 
next Thursday. Concluding remarks from Sayre Stevens 
reemphasized that because of the global aspects and the 

complexity of the issues under discussion, we should 
neither expect nor attempt to resolve them in the time 
frame proposed. : 


HAROLD P. WHEELER, JR. 
Colonel, USAF | 
Director | 


Attachments 
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ets NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20008 


” LE SECRET(CODEWORD 


? 
_ Jaly 15,1975 
MEMORANDUM FOR 
| CHAIRMAN, NSC UNDER SECRETARIES COMMITTEE 
SUBJECT: . Ketablishment of a Standing Committes on Space Policy 


The President has directed that a standing committoe of the Under 

Sacrotarics Committee be ostablished to address issucs connected 

with our national space policy as it relates to the civil/military 
 tntepface. 


‘The committee should review the relationship between civil and intel- 

“igence space programs, the military significance of certain civil 

sp2ce programs, and any rolovant international considerations. The 

ecsrmitiee should propose for the President's consideration appro- 

priate new policies or changes to existing policies, and be a forum 
‘or *4e interpretation and implerrentation of such policics. 


The membership of the committee should include the members of the 
Under Secretaries Committees augmonted by representatives of NASA, 
NRO, OMB, the President's Science Adviser, and other agencies as 
appropriate to the particular isaue under consideration. The committee 
ehould be chaired by the Under Secretary of Sate for Political Affairs. 


DOD and NASA have requestod that at an early opportunity the com- 
mittee examine the international political considerations of remote 
earth sensing, the protection of sensitive space technology, and the 
peblic release of — data and information. 


— he. intents —— 


ce: The aie of Defense 
‘The Administrator, National 
Aeronaatics and Space Administration 
The Director, Office of Management and Budget | 
The President's Science Adviser 
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2, Overhend Photography of the United States 


— 1006, the Special Assistant to the Presiden! for Seience and Tech 
: nalogy comuwneed a formal study on the ux of acrial intelligcne 
| photography for civilian purpo-ce. This Mudy was commenced wil 
the approval of the Director of Central Inte oligenee ant in coopera: 
tion with the Departments of Agriculture. Commerce. Interi sar. this 
Agency for lternational Development and the > rational acronaulic: 
and Space Adiminintration. 

In 1968 Che study resulted in the extabliglaaent of a slecring cmnmit- 
(ce in the office of the President's Science Adv: iser, With metbe: ship 
from the United States Geological survey. the Department af Cam- 
aneree, the Department of Aericulture, the Natioual Acrenuutics anti 
Space Administration and ether interested civilian agencies, This 
commitlce wan designed to act as an interface, by which the intcii- 

- Fence community could axeure the public that it was not invelvee in 
selecting or detennining the cans use of ils aerial photegrapls of 
domestic arvas. 

The Director of Central Intel fige-n Mee ageved lo piovide puuugrapay 
to civilian agencies pursuant (o the stcering commiltee’s request, pre 
vided there woukl be no interference with ineliras needs nor any 
significant crat increase. 

The photographs of the T “nited Sates actually turned over to 

. ; civilian agencies were taken primarily for military mapping: purposes. 
** Sines that time, acrial photography systems have been uzed “for 
such diverse civilian projects as mapping. assessing natural disarters  _ 
such as hurricane and tornado damage and the Santa Barbara. Cali-_ 

— fornia, oi! spill, cunducting route surveys for the Alaska pipeline. 
conducting national forest inventories. determining the extent of snow 
cover in the Sierras to facilitate the forecast of runoff and dcetectin: 
crop Liight in the Plains States. Timited equipment tenting: and per 
formance evaluation is also conducted. using photograplis taken uf 
areas Within the United States. 

Jn 1973, the Office of the Preaidont’s Science Adviser was ubolished, 
amd the aperial eerie committee controlling the civilian use of 
acrial photography ceased to exia. Esforts are underway fo eat: ulich a 
new couumnitier to undertake this activity. In the meantime. the Dirve- 
for of Central lntelligenece has entered into agreements with several 





. . © While the Agracy cugiacered and decelegeJ3 meat of the operational serial phot -2-arhy 
p ayeteme, tt ia ne hens e reeqenclile for the eprrational aepret< af thove pyaleate. 
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_ federal agencies. including the Environmental Protection Agency, 
which permits then accens to clarified overhead photugraphy. 


Conclusions = 
The Commission can fiml no impropriety in permitting civilian 
use of acrial photoyraphy syttems,® The economy of operating a 
single aerial phatosraply program dictates the use of theae photo- 
graphs for appropriate civilian purposes. - 


Recommendation (29) 


A civilian arency commilter should be reestablished to oversee 


the civilian uses of aerial intellizence pliotography in order to 
avoid any concerns over the haproper dumestic use of a CIA- 
developed system. 





Ste tc arzuahle that al len<t ene prevent use of serial pLevesraphys le law eaforcement. 


Im mature 20-2 cutuhie the scuew af proper CIA aetlet). Thi? uve intelves pholagrrply wilh 
fatcere’ acmders le deter? ateay of bigh coucrztcathon, of industrial pellutants.i9 the alr 
gud ia varices bodies of Laict. Nata stained trom this activity coahl conecivably be weed 
as the basis fer a crimiaal arctan breurkht uel enritenenalal leslelation. The Commiscion 
bettiewet, however, that the lesinlaters, whew thes gerckilitend tie CLA frou engariez ta law 
enforcement activities ba theie 1982 encetawnl of the Xetwral Yerukty ict, could wet Lave 
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Porate mronahing still. is the Surth Curetina meentains walug infrared pholetraphy, on the 
ground that such acth ay wae law eaferc wect in nature. : 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 2 
WASHINGTON \3 0 yen vl 
| August 16, Nis, tits an at rR 
MEMORANDUM FOR 7 Ve Weve” 


A 

THE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

THE ASSISTANT TO THE PRESIDENT FOR 
NATIONAL SECURITY AFFAIRS 

THE DIRECTOR, OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT 
AND BUDGET 

THE DIRECTOR OF CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE 


Ihave completed my initial review of the Report of the Commission 


‘on CIA Activities within the United States and Agency comments on 


its recommendztions and believe that it is appropriate to proceed 
promptly vith the implementation of the majority of the Commission 
recommendatiuns, — Toward this objective, I direct the following: 


The Director of Central Intellizence should prepare 
internal CIA regulations and guidelines to carry out 
the purposes of Commission Recommemativus 
mimbered 6, 9-13, 14b, 15b-c, 16-18, 20, 22-25, 

and 27-28. To the extent practicable, and within the 
bounds of prudent security, these regulations should 
be unclassified. The DCI should also review all 
current CL\.regulations and directives for conformity 
with these rccommendations, make such modifications 
as may be necessary, and, as noted above, provide oe 
their declassification as appropriate. 


The Attorney General and the Director of Central 
Intelligence should prepare and coordinate as necessary 
the internal procedures and guidelines suggested in 
Cominission Recommendations 6, 14, 18 and 30. These 


agreed guidelines sliould, to the extent practicable, be 
unclassified. 


The Asoistant to the President for National ‘Security 
Affairs, the Director, Office of Management and Budget, 


e~Z- 


and the Dircctor of Central Intelligence should prepare 
a draft directive establishing an infcragency committce 
to oversee the domestic uses of acrial intelligence 
photog Faphy- 


The above actions should be completed by August 31. Copics of 
the resultant dircclives should be forwarded to the White House for 
my information. | 


Mk Me 


cc:. The Vice President — 
The Secretary of State 
The Secretary of Defense 
The Secretary of the Treasury 
Chairman, President's Foreign ; 
Intelligence Advisory Board | 
The Counsel to the President 
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MEMORANDUM FOR 


Tho Sceretary of Defense 
The Secretary of interior 
The Seeretlary of Axricullure 
The Sceretary of Commerce | 

The Administrator, Nulional Aaronaulice: 


and Space Adrainizlration f : ss 
The Adsiinistrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency 


The Chief of Engineers, United States So 
® . * 
‘SURBIECT: . Fetablichment of (he Committee for Civil Apyiicuiions 
o of Classificd Overhead Photography of the United States 


"The President has noted that U:e Conmission on GIA Activitien Within the 
1. Unitod Staten in discussing classificd overhead nhatorraphy of the United 
States concluded (lat i€ can find no linnrepricty in perniitting coutinusa 
civilian use of avch photography and thal ecenornsy dictates the uve of ths 
photographs for appropriate civilian purpoces. Accordingly, the President | 
hae directed the establishrarnt of a civilian arcacy committee fo oversee 
civilian usce of claesifed overhead phot ography taken over the Uinited Statics. 


To implement the Preaident's decision, the relemsce actions are to be 
taken: ; 


1. The Seerclary of interfor will form «a Commiftea for Civl) Applications 
of Classified Overhead Photography of the United States which will: 
=e receive, ovaluats, - concolidale, standavatna: eatablinls 
-.. priorilice and tranrmit to the Director of Central Intelligence 
(DCI) 21] requests for such photogre phy from domestic civilian 
agencics; 
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ee facilitate civilian agencica'.use of clacoified systemn and coordinate 
the incorporation of photosraphy, derived data, end pied in 
porformance of domentic civilian functions; 
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.. supply information to civilian agencien so that they may 
knowledgeably formulate requests and reach conipromiccs 
‘between roqucets and capabilitics; | 


ew actos the interface between elvilian aponcics and intelli gence 
eolicctors, recognizing that the Director of Central Intelligence 
will not be involved in judgments concerning civil agency needs 
or priorities and that collection for this purpose will remain 
: peak iia to foreign inteMigence collection; 


~=- overrcee civilian apency uses of classified photography in a | 
snanner designed to avoid any concerns that domestic photographic 
coverage is being used Iniproperly in, for example, law enforce- 
siti police, or internal, security activitics. | 


In paefesaina all of theabove activities, the Committee will Se eubjeci 
to guidolincs ies by lhe President. | 


2 The Cammittce will be chaired by the representative of the Mepartment 
of Inferior and wi}l consirt of represontalives of the Deparlinents of | 
Agricullure and Comnmmerec, the National Acronaulics and Space 
Administration, the Corps of Engincers and the Environmental | 

. Pralcclion Agancy. Momborahip may be expanded at the dincretion 
of the Committee, | , 

3. The Nirector of Central Intelligence wil) designate a representative 

. to serve ex officio on the Committee for tha purpose of Hiainon with 
. the intelligence community, to assist in oblaining domestic photugrapl:ic 

coverage, to addresn inavuas concezned with the use of classified | 
producis, and to facilitate the acquinition of security clearances for 
usern, Since civil usage of data is enhanced if unclassified, the DCI's 
repreeentative will be an inlermedfary on questions concerning relense 
: of classified information from seevrily control,ay appropriate. 


- © ne 


Henry A. Kissinger ° Willian E. Colby ~ | Jamoo T. Lynn 
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Q's and A's on Rockefeller Commission Report 


What are the operational systems referred to by 
the Rockefelier Commission? | 


We cannot describe any of the “operational” systems 

for national security reasons. The Presidential 
directive is designed, however, to cover all classified systa 
involving overhead photography. | 


The Commission's report refers to "aerial photography 
systems"? Does that mean aircraft? Does it include 
satellites? 


We cannot comment on technical aspects. 


Did the CIA use photographic systems to spy on the 
US? Wes this another kind of “domestic spying"? 


The Commission's report makes clear that photographic 
systems were used. The Commission found no impropriety 
in their use. Such systems were not, in any event, 
used to acquire data on individuals, which was the 
main focus of the Commission's concern about CIA's 
activities. 


The Comaission's report says CIA doesn't operate 
the systems any more. Who does? 


That depends on the system, and we've already said 
we can't go into technical aspects. 


Does Defense operate some cf the systems? 

Yes. 

Does NASA? | a 

The U-2 and RB-57 aircraft are now being routinely 
used by NASA on an unclassified basis in support 
of the civil earth resources survey progran. 

Why - does: the photography have to be classified? 
Disclosure would adversely affect our security 


interests by revealing (technical details) 
(capabilities) (accuracy) (resolution). 


10. 


ll. 


12. 


13. 


14. 


Q. 


A. 


Q. 


Will the new interagency committee be in charge 


of all classified photography of the US? 


It will oversee civilian uses by Federal agencies 
of classified photography of the US for domestic 


purposes. 


Do US.agencies have requirements for classified 


photography of the US other than the kinds referred 
to in the Rockefeller Report? 


Could these tests lead to the kind of improper | 
use the Comaission wants to avoid? 


No. 


Who will ensure that CIA will not improperly use 
the results of the tests? 


Presidential guidelines will be set and we are 


confident they will be observed. 


As the Rockefeller 


Committee Report indicated, the CIA has resisted 
regucsts for uses of this photography which it | 
judged to be law enforcement in nature. 


Is any of this information available to private USeTS? 


Information produced may be made available to private 


users; not the classified photography itself. 
Rockefeller report listed a number of examples of 


such uses. | 


Why can't the necds of civilian agencies be met 


from unclassified sources? 


The 


A great many of their needs can be met in that way. 
However, if classified photography can help then, 
then the Commission thought it should be available. 


This is a way of getting the most out of the taxpayer’ gS 


investment. 


The Commission seemed to favor a single program. 
Is anything being done about that? 


That involves a number of complex questions which 


are being studied. The Administration neither 


endorses nor rules out that possibility at the | 


present time. 


15. 


16. 


i?. 


i8. 


19. 


A. 


Q. 


—SBeRET—— 





Can domestic acanctae obtain classified i photography 
of other countries? 


The Commission was concerned with sSetyikics within 
the US, and the new committee will be concerned 
with photography of the US. (I have no comment on 
photography of other countries. ) 


Will the President's Science Advisor be involved - 
in the new interagency committec? 


The establishment of new Science Advisor Office is 
still pending. 


Would we make available classified data from our 
classified system to a forcign requester? 


Ye would not ordinarily provide classified photo- 
graphy of the US to a foreign requester unless 
there were some significant mutual defense interest 
involved. 


How can the US justify running both an open and a 
closed reconnaissance system? 


We see no inconsistency in having classificd systems 
to meet national security needs and unclassified | 
systems to mect civil needs. 


How much better is classified photography than 
unclassified? f 


We cannot comment on comparative technical capabilities 
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DRAFT STUDY OUTLINE 
. US National Space Policy: The Relationship Between 
Civil anc intelligence Space Programs 


I. Overview of Existing US Remote Sensing Programs 
A. Intelligence Programs | | 
1. Description of Programs (including Technical 
Capabilities) and Organization | 
2. Costs 
3. Importance to US Security Interests 
- SALT Verification 
~- Strategic Targetting 
= Geodetic Data 
- Other Military Intelligence | 
4. Current practice and policies on release of data 
5. Importance for domestic US interests 
6. Projected Future Capabilities 
7. Comparison of US/Soviet Capabilities 
B. Civil Programs | | 
| i, Diadiniinn o0 treeten (including technical 
Capabilities) and Organization 
2. Costs 
3. Benefits to US 
- What benefits do these. programs provide to 
the US, presently and potentially 
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- To what extent might these benefits be 
increased by greater technical capabilities? 
4. Distribution of data 
- Description of data release policies and : 
mechanisms _ _ 
= Implications of more stringent release 
policies . 
5. Projected Future Capabilities 
II. The International Environment 
| A. Banekite to Other Nations of US Civil Programs 
B. “International Attitudes | | 
- International political and legal accepta- 
bility of remote sensing - 
+ Nas acceptability changed as result of 
openly conducted US civil programs, or as 
a result of other factors such as knowledge 
that arms control verification rests in 
large part on remote wanging? | 
- Assessment of actions, programs and trends 
in the UN. | | 
- Relations with the USSR 


= 


III. Current Issves in the Relationship Between Civil and 


Intelliqense Earth-Sensino Programs 


‘A. Do overt civil programs arouse more or less interna- 


tional ¥estétanco to the ynequsettscn of data from space? 


B. Are such reactions likely to increase or discrecss 
if technical capabilities of civil systems are upgraded? 

C. Does open release of data acquired by civil | 
systems compromise US classified technolosy, or provide 
information of military value to other nations? To what 
extent is this a function of their technological capabi- — 
lities? 
oD. To what degree are these risks offset by the 
present or potential economic and political benefits ae 
civil earth-sensing program? | 

-E. What technical capabilities are required to maintain 
or increase these benefits? 

F. Is there redundancy in present and planned civil 
and intelligence systems? Political and security 
considerations dside, to what extent are they capable of 
performing each other' s missions? 

G. What are the budgetary pensities of maintaining 


separate but parallel systems? 


Alternatives to existing policy involve expansion of 
the NASA unclassified programs, or incréased application 
of data from classified programs to the civil sector. Three 
illustrative options would be analyzed? - 


3 

3 ° P | 
|: IV. Alternative Options 
| - ———17OP-SECRET/NOFORN——— . 
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A. Maintain Two Separate Tracks 


Technological capabilities of NASA unclassificd 


systems might or might not be upgraded. The current and 


planned classified systems would be continued. 

B. Civil hoplication of Classified Data 

; Data derived from classified programs would be 

made available to US, and if appropriate, to foreign users. 
No expansion of classified programs, but it might be possible 
to share costs of some evaceitiea programs among several US 
agencics. | 

Cc. Lift the Vcil Covering Classified Oncrations 

This option would cxplore the implications of declas- 


sifying the fact that the US operates reconnaissance satellites, 


and of making data from classified programs available for civil 


applications without attempting to conceal their source. A 


conscious effort would have to be made to exphasize the benc-_ 


ficial effects of reconnaissance satellites in resource developr< 


The following would be among the important issues to be 


explorec under the above options: 


. 1. Effects on US Security Interests 
- Extent to which US classified technology might 
be compromised if NASA systems upgraded wie 
Option A. What ceilings, if any, should be place 


-on specific capabilities such as resolution? 
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3. 


5. 


~- Possible compromise of US classified technology 
through release of data from classified sources 
“under Option B and C. 
Political Impact | | 
- Effects of each option on jnternational 
acceptability of carth-sencing activity 
. Sovict reactions to Option C. | 
~ UR aspects. 
Processing and Distribution of Data 
- Alternative distribution policies which ee 
increase acceptability under options B and Cc 
~ Methods of protecting Origin of data ides: 
° Option B 
Organizational Implications 
~ Alternatives for organization space responsi-— 
bilities under various options | 
Budgetary Implications 
- Comparative costs of various Pe Pee 
- Cost-sharing of some classified progrars, 


particularly under Option B. 
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Standing Comnirtee on Space 
_—_/ (C) 


RE; ind 


1.-{€] The attachment to J=- 2283/4540 of 36 July 1975 vsefarres to 
J-5 a marorandum directin« uw Staning Comeittee on Space Policy. 
The cos .ittes was to he chaired by th. Under Secretary of State for 
Political iffaire. The Of: «1d tao CICS wore regvassci to | 
participate. oO. & Ausist, °{sen L. FT. Row rnery, Ji., USAF was 
GvE.1Gmauted as your representacive and a working orelp empress neces 
{roa 3-5 was desiaunated. | 


2.—tS8PD}-On 27 Acoust, James £. Goudby, Chairman, Space Policy 
Worting Group, held an initiel worsing croup meeting to discuss the 
- stbhstance of tne problem assicned. Wer:a3ang croup represent3t.ives 
were prorent from the Jo1znt Star-. OSEtisaAD (Or. James Wade), CIA, 
MAGA, BSC, Ob, Sectetary USAT,'SS .u ada:tion tc various State 
Departzrene reprusentatives. Baci.crouné papers wore passed out stch 
| | ass : | 
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_- The recommendation of the Rockefeller Commission Report 
on CIA activities to establish a civilian agency to oversee 
civilian uses of aerial intelligence photography. 


- A memo from the President directing the Assistant to the 

President for NSA, OMB and DCI to prepare a directive 

establishing an interagency committee to oversee domestic 
uses of aerial intelligence photography. 


- A draft copy of this directive designating the Secretary | 
of Interior as Chairman. _ 


- A draft study outline for the working group entitled 
US National Space Policy: The Relationship Between Civil 
and Space Programs. oe | | 


3.—{SNFD) The following two significant comments were made: 


- OMB representative asked if the topic of a single over- 
head surveillance system, desired by the President could 
be included in the study. 


- NSC representative stated that no Space Coamiteee report . 

should be received by the NSC prior to cos apreragency 

staffing and comment. 
The Chairman stated that the single surveillance system question 
might have to wait until completion of present study and he 
concurred in the need for complete agency staffing of any study 
report to the NSC. Additionally, Mr. Goodby stated that he 
looked for an end of September deadline for the study, admitted 
that the deadline might be unrealistic and ended the meeting | 
by asking for interagency comment on the adequacy of the draft 
study outline by 2 September. 


4. {SNFD}- The following appear implicit in the direction the 
Standing Committee may be going: 


- Study will involve most highly classitied programs. 


- Potential exists for an apparent effort to extract the 
reconnaissance program from the DOD. 


Issues here are: 
~ Dual utilization of resources. 


~ Operational authority. 
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Dual utilization with, of course, adequate protection of 
national security interests is seen as feasible; however, | 
operational control of these programs by an agency other than 
the DOD is another matter. — | 


5. (U) The above is provided for your information. Points 
of Contact have been established in this matter with the 
Services, Secretary of the Air Force/SS, the DIA and OSD(ISA). 





